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Drocess and through 11 fe that need to have a comoromi se.
'dhy not take the situation as it 1s, work on it, have
a program. Now, of course, ?04, Senator Koch, the amend
ment that I offered to the amendment that Senator ~arnett
offered to Senator Merz' b1ll, which is basicallr,
the bill I 1ntroduced. 204 is bas1cally the b111 I intro
duced. In fact, 1t is almost exactly 2qq but the oroblem
that has come about, you and I, members of the Leg1slature,
have been rece1ving or had rece1ved a lot oc that nail
from those people 1nvolved in the industry and thev said
we don't want an earmark. Well, some people sav, touch.
That is what you recommended. Let's say, tough. Let' s
go ahead and do 1t but the thinp that concerns me 1s
earmarking in a ws«. I can share your concern. I, nerhans,
feel as your state a1d to education that there should
perhaps be earmark1ng for that, depth def1n1ng I» of the
sales tax to a1d to education but th1s 1sn't the po1nt
here. he amendment that Senator DeCamp offered to the
body also takes out of 204 the sunset provision of which
we had i n 2 4 3 w h i c h 1 s c o n t a i n e d i n 20 4 . I t sa I d t h at
this ac ., 1f not okayed by the Legislature, would exnire
1n three years. Now I view this somewhat as vou do,
Senator Koch. I would perhaps rather have the earmarkin»,
but rather than not have the bill, I would rather take
1t in th1s position and I would rather have those oeonle
from those six community health centers and the alcohol
programs come to the appropriations comm1ttee next vea
and say this is what we are doing, this is whv we need
it and this 1s why it is a good program Just as any
other state agency has to do. Now I understand vour con
cern and I share somewhat the other but remind you that
th1s is a compromise that came about and those factions,
not Just the liquor 1ndustry, but other members of the
Leg1slature were agaInst earmarking, not Just the liquor
1ndustry. Senator DeCamp's amendment, I hope you w111
buy it. I hope you w111 take 1t and then I hone you will
take his next mot1on because 1n his amendment you are
taking the funding mechanism out of 204. We want to
br1ng 220 back that is on I bel1eve Final Reading now
or E & R engrossing. It 1s the b111 that Senator Schmi
introduced relat1ng to litter. We will brIne 1t back,
strip it, put the funding mechanism in. The intent w111
be in 204. The funding mechanism will be in ?00 and we
will have the A b111 for 204A wh1ch 1s included in the
Oovernor's appropriati.on bill which 1s a million one or
a million two. So I would ask you to look at those
things and accept the DeCamp amendment.

PRESIDENT: Senator Cullan.

SENATOR CULLAN: Mr. President, members of the Legislature,
I guess I want to f1nd out a 11ttle bit more what 1s moins
on here and why we are going to compromise. As I under stand,
Senator Merz and others agreed to this comorom1se because
they were told that they Just d1dn't have the votes to
get 1t through and I am not sure that that is exactlv true.
But I would like to know perhaps from some of the authors
of this great comprom1se why 1t makes so much d1fference
to the liquor industry whether these funds are earmarke~
or not and so perhaps I w111 address that ouestion to
Senator DeCamp who is sponsoring the comoromlse here, 1 "
you would yield please.

SENATOR DeCAMP: There are a number of reasons. I am sur e


